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REMARKS 



Foreign Priority: 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for acknowledging Applicant's claim to foreign priority 
under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d), and for confirming that the certified copy of the priority document 
has been received at the Patent Office. 

Allowable Subject Matter: 

The Examiner has indicated that claim 13 has been objected to, but would be allowable if 
written in independent form. As shown in the previous section, claim 13 has been drafted in 
independent form, and is now allowable. 

Applicant notes that claim 13 has merely been written in independent form, and no 
narrowing amendments have been made to the claim. Thus, the original scope and spirit of this 
claim has been maintained. 

Claim Ob jection: 

The Examiner has also objected to claim 6 indicating that in line 1, the word "as" should 
be changed to "on". Applicant has amended claim 6, to adopt the Examiner's reconraiendation. 
Applicant hereby requests the Examiner withdraw the above rejection. 

Claim Rejections; 

Claims 1-24 are all of the claims pending in the present application and currently claims 
1-12 and 14-24 stand rejected. 
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35 U.S.C. § 112, Paragraph Rejection - Claims 6, 14-18 and 21: 

Claims 6, 14-18 and 21 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 2"^^ paragraph as being 
indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner has indicated that the claims are unclear because it is not 
clear that "the spherical surface" is the "outermost" spherical surface, as set forth in claim 1. 

Further, with regard to claim 6, the Examiner asserts that the phrase "the total area of 
lands" lacks antecedent basis. 

As shown in the previous section, Applicant has amended the claim to address the 
Examiner's above conmients. Accordingly, Applicant submits that the claims are now clear and 
definite, and hereby requests the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the above 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 
rejection of the claims. 

Further, Applicant notes that the above referenced claim amendments have been made to 
merely clarify the claimed invention and are not intended to narrow the original scope or spirit of 
the claims in any way. 

35 US.a § 102(a) & (e) Rejection - Claims 1-4, 7, 9, 10-12, 19, 22 and 24: 

Claims 1-4, 7, 9, 10-12, 19, 22 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) & (e) as 
being anticipated by the previously applied Sullivan reference. In view of the following 
discussion. Applicant respectfully traverses the above rejection. 

In continuing to reject the claims, the Examiner is again asserting that the regions 17 
correspond to the flat surface regions of the present invention. Because the regions 17 are not on 
the outermost surface of the ball. Applicant continue to disagree with the Examiner. 

As clearly indicated in Sullivan, the regions 17 are similar to dimples, in that they are 
radially inward from the outermost surface of the gold ball. To justify the Examiner's rejection. 
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the Examiner alleges that the term "flat" has not been defined so as to exclude Sullivan. 
Namely, the Examiner alleges that "flat" can simply mean smooth, such as the surface of a 
normal golf ball. However, even with such an interpretation, Sullivan fails to disclose each and 
every feature of the claimed invention. 

To aid in the following discussion, Applicant has attached an Addendum, which includes 
Figures 1 through 5, which will be used to supplement the following explanation of the present 
invention. 

As set forth in claim 1, the present invention is a golf ball having an outermost spherical 
surface. Formed on the outermost surface is a plurality of "flat surface regions." However, the 
"flat surface regions" to not occupy the entire outermost surface, and those areas which are not 
occupied by the flat surfaces are "land areas." Further, "flat surface regions" contain a dimple. 
This claimed configuration is effective for reducing the proportion of the land area in the golf 
ball surface area. This has the effect of reducing the air resistance of the ball in flight and 
improving the flight performance of the ball. This is not disclosed in Sullivan. 

In rejecting the claims, the Examiner stated: 

"Regarding claim 1, Sullivan discloses golf ball having an 
outermost spherical surface wherein a plurality of flat surface 
regions 17 are formed on the outermost surface and a dimple 16 is 
disclosed within the plurality of the flat surface regions (See 
Column 3, lines 34 through 57)." 

Further, Sullivan discloses in column 3, lines 34-57 as follows: 

"FIGS. 2a-2i illustrate sub-dimples 16 disposed on the land surface 
17 of the dimple 12. As used herein, the land surface 17 of the 
dimple 12 is the concave surface of the dimple unaffected by the 
sub-dimples or other sub-structures defined on the dimple. For 
spherical dimples, the land surface 17 is spherical or arcuate. The 
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land surface may also be flat or may have any irregular shape 
known in the art...." (emphasis added). 



As emphasized in the language above, "the land surface 17 of the dimple IT denotes the 
inner wall portion such as the bottom portion within the dimples. Thus, in Sullivan, "dimples" 
generally means an indentation or hollow or depression on any surface. (See Webster's Third 
New International Dictionary). Further, Sullivan indicates that "Ftlhe land surface mav also be 
flat..." However, as clearly indicated in Sullivan, including the figures, this means that the form 
of the specific part within the dimples (such as bottom portion) may be flat. Contrary to the 
Examiner's assertions, this does not correlate to the "flat surface regions" of the present 
invention. 

Turning now to the attached Figures 1 through 5, Applicant will further explain the above 
comments with the aid of these figures. First, the attached Figure 5 shows a gold ball which is 
made in accordance with the disclosure in Sullivan, whereas Figures 1 through 4 are directed to 
the golf ball of the present invention. 

As shown in Figure 5, the Sullivan ball has a plurality of dimples placed in the outermost 
spherical surface of the ball. It is this outermost spherical surface, between the dimples, which 
makes up the land portion of the ball surface. It is within these dimples that Sullivan discloses 
placing a number of different surfaces, including flat surfaces. However, this disclosure fails to 
disclose the present invention. This is consistent with the disclosure within Sullivan which 
indicates that "[a]s shown generally in Fig. 1, where like numbers designate like parts, reference 
number 10 broadly designates a golf ball 10 having a pluralitv of dimples 12 separated bv outer 
undimpled or land surface 14." Col. 3, lines 22 to 25, and Fig. 3 and Fig. 6, of Sullivan. 
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Turning now to the attached Figures 1 and 2. These figures show the golf ball of the 
present invention, without any dimples formed on the ball. As shown in Figure 2, the ball has an 
outermost spherical surface, which correspondingly forms the land surfaces. Further, there is a 
plurality of flat surface regions placed over the surface of the ball. Thus, as shown, the flat 
surface regions are formed, leaving behind the land areas, on the outermost surface of the ball 

Turning now to attached Figures 3 and 4, these figures show an embodiment of the 
completed ball of the present invention. As shown in these Figures, dimples are now formed in 
the flat regions. This is contrary to Sullivan which discloses placing flat regions within the 
dimples. 

In the present invention, there are flat surface regions formed on the outermost surface of 
the ball, leaving behind some land areas, and within the flat regions dimples are formed. This is 
not disclosed, taught or suggested in Sullivan. 

In view of the foregoing. Applicant submits that Sullivan fails to disclose each and every 
feature of the claimed invention, as set forth in claims 1-4, 7, 9, 10-12, 19, 22 and 24. Therefore, 
Sullivan fails to anticipate the claims as required under 35 U.S.C. § 102. Accordingly, Applicant 
respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 1-4, 7, 9, 10-12, 19, 22 and 24 under 35 U.S.C. § 
102(a) & (e) be reconsidered and withdrawn. 

35 U.S.C. § 103(a) Rejection - Claims 1-8, 11, 19-21, 23 and 24: 

Claims 1-8, 11, 19-21, 23 and 24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 4,979,747 to Jonkouski in view of Sullivan. In view of the 
following discussion. Applicant respectfully traverses the above rejection. 
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Much like Sullivan, the flat regions in Jonkouski are located within the dimples and are 
not placed on the outermost surface of the golf ball. Specifically, as shown in at least Figure 6 
the flat surface is within the dimple and the outermost surface 30 has a radius of curvature. 
(Additionally, the surface 37, in Figure 10 is also identified as "spherical.") 

Thus, Jonkouski does not disclose a dimple within the flat region, as suggested by the 
Examiner. The side surface 42 and the flat bottom 44, of Fig. 10 in Jonkouski, are inner walls of 
dimples which differs from flat surface regions in the present invention distinguished from the 
dimples. 

In view of the foregoing, even if the references were combined, as suggested by the 
Examiner, the resultant combination would fail to teach or suggest each and every feature of the 
claimed invention. Therefore, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of 
obviousness with respect to the above rejected claims, as required under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
Accordingly, Applicant hereby requests the Examiner reconsider and withdraw the above 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) rejection of the claims. 

Conclusion; 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 

Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 

overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 




Telephone: (202) 293-7060 Registration No. 47,177 

Facsimile: (202)293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTOMER NUMBER 

Date: February 7, 2005 



13 



